Dear Harold, 


Oct. 24, 19?1 

Thanks for your mailings of Oct. 8 * 10. I have difficulty adequately react- 
ing to what you say of Cyril. I can imaginethat he has the# potential to be 
impulsive, not haying spent many years dealing with the political ramifications 
of the various bodies of evidence in the case. Use of any prominant piece of 
evidence, especially something like the X-rays andphotos, should best' be done 
after consultation with others, including perhaps a few politically sophisti- 

uu ted T non “ Crlfcics * No one of us could Possibly think out all possibilities. 
/Jhen I wrote my newspaper series and magazine article, even given that they 
would reach comparatively few people and covered little ground, I had a. number 
of others read them and make comment as to alternative theories and as to ho=w 
readily understandable they were. Cyril would be foolhardy to do anything 
public, or even view the X-rays and photos without considerable consultation. 

As for any personal vendetta against Fisher, I cannot comment. After what 
I learned from d affe about what Fisher said about Wecht, I can imagine some 
anger. Sylvia has just written me that to her knowledge Cyril has not votten 
permission. While she may be uninformed, it is also possible that what 'info 
you have gotten from Bud's people is inaccurate. In any event, if Cyril is 
to see the stuff, I think that it would be good to involve Syviaj# in the 
action since she has known Wecht for some time. It is important to remember 
that the ability to influence each other or other people varies, depending 
on thepeople involved, and there are many people who may respond to you, and 
not me, or Sylvia and. not you or me, etc. Furthermore, when one deals with 
political ram ijjtfi cat ions of the case, it is essential, in ray opinion, to have 
all tne serious critics involved, esp, people like Sylvia who have been with 
this thing from the beginning. 


Ned is working hard on the condensed version. I am just going over it this 
weekend and will be meeting with Ned tommorrow morning to~discuss it. I have 
many questions and some disagreements. 

°ne of the interesting possibilities at this point is that Ned may be in a 
position to do some interviews and learn some things. Someone who is not an 
identified critic and who is of the social and financial status of many of 
the principals in this case is in a remarkable position to interview them. 
Furthermore, he can be assured, through his contacts, of getting in to inter- 
view people who can easily ignore people like you and I. He is no where near 
as threatening as someone like you who has published so much and confronted 
so many mn letters and books. What he lacks in knowledge could be made up 
for in Briefings. Furthermore, he might be able to set up future interviews 
between some of these people and you, whereas you might write letters your- 
self for the next hundred years without reply. 

I still have not gotten the parts of PM you mailed, but look forward to them. 
I have forgotten which parts I have read — I first read it when I visited you 
after it was done three years ago. But I am way out of date insofar as that 
manuscript is concerned. I look forward to being able to go through it. 


Another thought about the 'Wecht thing just occurred to me. If Bud's committee 
(or Bud) is heavily involved, it would be important to have a nutaber of us in- 
volved on the end asking for a careful approach to the phitos and X-rays. 
Otherwise, Bud et. al. will dismiss it as "Weisberg wanting more literary 
material or wanting to be in the center of things." Again, it is hard to 
pin a label or ignore the points we want to raise ifi a wide variety of 
people are asking this. For instance, had just you written Saul about 
the melon piece in the tones in which you wrote, Paul might well have dis- 
regarded questions raised, or at least could have, then a numberof people, 

V mo?e d balanclJ W f?!dllSI: ' Stiff issues, however, it provided a 




